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Abstract  
 
This study aims to analyze how the role of social capital in improving household welfare. 
This study was conducted on households in the Lambu sub-district with an analytical method 
using probit and Tobit models, as well as a two-way causality relationship between the welfare 
model and social capital using the TSLS approach. The results of the study show that only 
bridging capital has an impact on increasing household welfare, due to the complexity of the 
heterogeneous interactions within it. While bonding capital is only on homogeneous 
community interactions so that it is less effective in increasing welfare, as well as capital 
linking which tends to produce distribution bias. The heads of households with more 
unmarried status are below the poverty line and tend to be active in bridging capital. They 
are aware that they must be involved in heterogeneous communities to improve their welfare, 
while married/divorced households tend to be above the poverty line and spend more time in 
the workplace than active in community activities. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
Absolute poverty has so far de-
clined, both on a global and national 
scale. In the Millenium Development 
Golds Report 2015 (United Nations, 
2015) it was stated that in 1990 almost 
half of the population in developing 
countries lived on less than $ 1.25 a 
day, and that proportion dropped to 14 
percent in 2015. In Indonesia, achiev-
ing poverty reduction can be said to be 
very satisfying. March 2018 then the 
claimed poverty rate of 9.82 percent. 
This figure is the best poverty rate that 
Indonesia has ever achieved. Likewise 
Poverty at the provincial and district/ 
city level. But it does not rule out the 
possibility that there are also areas that 
still have high levels of poverty. 
In Bima regency, precisely in the 
province of West Nusa Tenggara, the 
poverty rate shows a declining trend. 
The reduction in poverty is an impli-
cation of the massive efforts and poli-
cies of poverty alleviation. According 
to the Bima district statistics report 
2018 (Central Bureau of Statistics, 
2018), programs such as PKH, KB Vi-
llage, venture capital assistance, invest-
ment in education and health, infra-
structure improvements and teacher 
competencies have become substantive 
programs to alleviate poverty in Bima. 
The development of the poverty 
rate in Kabupaten Bima shows a signi-
ficant decline starting from 2014 at 
16.87 percent and in 2017 becoming 
15.10 percent, where the average po-
verty rate in Bima district is 16 percent 
(figure 1). However, the poverty rate in 
Bima Regency is still much higher 
compared to Bima city with an average 
of only 9.97 percent and Dompu dis-
trict 14.56 percent. Whereas there is 
only a difference of 0.17 percent with 
the provincial level, where the average 
poverty rate in West Nusa Tenggara 
Province is 16.17 percent. Therefore 
poverty in Bima district still considered 
a serious problem. 
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Figure 1. Development of Spatial Inter-Re-
gional Poverty 
Source: NTB Provincial BPS, data processed 
 
The nuances of poverty allevi-
ation policies with the dominant role of 
government are inherent in developing 
countries (Todaro & Smith., 2003). 
While the social approach is still not a 
priority, especially in efforts to allevi-
ate poverty in Bima Regency. 
The concept of social capital in a 
social framework has actually been put 
forward at the United Nations 1955 
conference in Copenhagen. This con-
cept is a breakthrough in efforts to alle-
viate poverty, (Yamin & Teguh, 2016). 
The results of several previous studies 
indicate that social capital cannot be 
separated from the social and political 
context for acceleration in community 
economic activity (Singh & Kori, 
2016; Yamin & Teguh, 2016; Sun-
dram, 2011; Cahyani, Sriwiyanto, Pra-
tama, & Samudro, 2015; Kusuma, Sa-
tria, & Manzilati, 2017). Although so-
cial capital has a very strong influence 
in efforts to alleviate poverty, the com-
munity still faces challenges and obsta-
cles in contributing to reducing poverty 
(Allahdadi, 2011). 
Poverty has so far been concen-
trated more in rural areas than in urban 
areas. In rural areas the quality of hu-
man resources is still low, income and 
assets are lacking, more jobs are labor 
intensive, clothing, food and shelter 
distribution is not evenly distributed, 
conflicts often occur which hamper the 
development process. In short, the pro-
blem of poverty is an all-lacking pro-
blem and is a phenomenon that often 
occurs in rural areas (Todaro & Smith., 
2003; Nanga, 2006). 
Lambu District in Bima Regency 
is one of the rural areas that is still atta-
ched to poverty, where most of the peo-
ple still depend on the agricultural sec-
tor. In 2017 around 1,195 households 
that still lived below the poverty line, 
and 4,446 were half prosperous from a 
total of 7,372 households in Lambu 
District. Vertical conflicts that often 
occur in Lambu sub-district also influ-
ence household decisions in determi-
ning their political and economic atti-
tudes. At least there have been several 
clashes between civil society and 
security forces because of the refusal of 
several government programs in colla-
boration with the private sector in Lam-
bu sub-district, where a major clash 
occurred at the end of 2011 which 
killed two civilians and burned the Bi-
ma Regent's office in January 2012 
(Firdaus, 2014). 
In connection with this, Sumo-
dinigrat (1999) explained that the pro-
blem of poverty is not only about wel-
fare, but contains various reasons, one 
of which is the problem of distrust, 
feelings, emotional and social impo-
tence facing the village elite and bu-
reaucrats in determining decisions con-
cerning themselves and the group. The 
conflict shows that there is public dis-
trust of leaders, therefore social intera-
ctions are closely related to the social 
capital of the environment to be disrup-
ted. According to Firdaus (2014) the 
people in Lambu sub-district tend to be 
thicker in individual and community 
relations, which is closely related to the 
concept of social capital bonding and 
bridging. 
Therefore we need to consider 
the role of social capital in seeing the 
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extent to which prosperity can occur 
due to the availability of good connec-
tivity between social networks, both 
horizontally and vertically (Bhandari, 
2009). Through a mechanism for ex-
changing resources such as information 
flow, employment opportunities and 
material support and reciprocity and 
general trust, it is hoped that poor gro-
ups will have good experience to over-
come their poverty problems (Yamin & 
Teguh, 2016). But improving wealth 
by considering social capital is a diffi-
cult challenge because it involves a 
broad aspect. Moreover, social capital 
is a problem in newly developed coun-
tries/regions, where the culture of low 
trust in the bureaucratic elite, psycholo-
gical underdevelopment, low organiza-
tional capacity in a community and 
spiritual anxiety, as well as the eco-
nomy, make the role of social capital 
quite difficult to determine in impro-
ving household welfare (Sundram, 
2011). 
So the purpose of this study is to 
find out how the role of social capital 
consisting of bonding, bridging and en-
vironmental social capital in an effort 
to improve household welfare in the 
Lambu sub-district of Bima district. 
 
2. THEORETICAL FRAME-
WORK AND HYPOTHESES 
Substantially, social capital re-
fers to the quality of human relations 
and opportunities that originate from 
the community and can be productive 
for relationships within the community 
itself (Johannes, 2009). This concept 
sees social ties (bonding, bridging and 
linking) that are useful for describing 
relationships between individuals or 
community levels, both horizontally 
and vertically (Helliwell & Putham, 
1999; Yamin & Teguh, 2016). 
First, bonding social capital is 
closely related to the relations between 
homogeneous individuals in a group or 
environment that are built on the basis 
of trust and mutualism (Zhang, Ander-
son, & Zhan, 2011). Second, bridging 
social capital is a relationship that ex-
ists between heterogeneous individuals 
or groups of society or with different 
social backgrounds (Woolcock, 1998). 
Therefore this type of social capital be-
comes a link for social capital bonding. 
Bridging social capital enables a wider 
exchange of information to arrive at 
efforts to shape the progress of indivi-
duals and groups within the commu-
nity. Third, social capital is thicker 
with social ties between individuals or 
groups with sources of power, institu-
tional and political environment and is 
very useful for the long term in dealing 
with poverty and marginal communi-
ties (Van Bastelaer, 2000; Woolcock & 
Narayan, 2000; Bhandari, 2009). Brid-
ging and linking social capital, namely 
the relationship in the existence of re-
ligion, ethnicity, politics and other lar-
ge institutional groups is a fairly im-
portant basic role in alleviating poverty 
(Trigilia, 2001; Dudwick, Kuehnast, 
Jones, & Woolcock, 2006). While the 
poor are more inclined to high and we-
ak social bonding capital in bridging 
and environmental social capital 
(Woolcock & Narayan, 2000; Flora & 
Thiboumery, 2005). 
In complex community relations, 
social capital can also produce some-
thing negative, namely the existence of 
conflicts between individuals, groups 
in society, or even individual and group 
conflicts with private institutional, po-
litical and corporate environments. In 
this case, the benefits of social capital 
tend to be unevenly distributed, thus 
creating direct suspicion, hostility, and 
hatred (Trigilia, 2001; Fine in Joha-
nnes, 2009). Woolcock & Narayan 
(2000) explains that social capital as a 
double sword, on the one hand, social 
capital can represent a valuable asset 
for economic acceleration and an incre-
ase in people's welfare, but on the other 
hand, a strong bond in social capital 
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may not benefit at all, due to capital 
distribution social that is not well-
formed. 
 
3. RESEARCH METHOD 
This study used data from the Bi-
ma Regency Central Bureau of Statis-
tics in 2018 for the Poverty Line and a 
direct survey of 219 household head 
samples in Sumi, Soro and Melayu 
villages in the Lambu sub-district. The 
welfare variables used in this study are 
two, first, namely the measurement of 
household status ( 1Y ), namely poor and 
non-poor households, and second ( 2Y ), 
measure of the depth of poverty. The 
classification of household status is to 
compare household per capita expendi-
ture with the average poverty line for 
Bima district in 2018. Meanwhile the 
depth of poverty per household is seen 
from the distance of expenditure of 
poor households to the poverty line 
)/()(1 zyizP  , where 1p  is the 
depth of poverty which is the differen-
ce between the poverty line )(z  with 
per capita expenditure )( yi  divided by 
the poverty line )(z . If )( zyi  then 
households are considered poor. To fa-
cilitate the interpretation, the depth of 
poverty is multiplied by 100, so the 
value into poverty lies between 0-100 
(Yamin & Teguh, 2016). It is possible 
that in the household welfare model it 
has a two-way causality relationship 
with social capital, in which social ca-
pital is assumed to have an impact on 
improving welfare and increasing ho-
usehold welfare can have an impact on 
social capital (Woolcock & Narayan, 
2000; Hassan & Birungi, 2011, 2011; 
Yamin & Teguh, 2016). Therefore it 
will be considered the use of the Two 
Stage Least Square (TSLS) method. 
The indicator used to measure so-
cial capital bonding )( 1S  is referring to 
the research of Sofyan Yamin and Te-
guh Dartanto (2016), the indicators are: 
1) readiness to help others who are po-
werless, 2) helping residents who are 
experiencing disasters, 3) ease of get-
ting help from neighbors, 4) the num-
ber of relatives, friends and neighbors 
who are ready to help when experien-
cing problems. The measurement scale 
indicator of social capital bonding uses 
a Likert scale. Then bridging social ca-
pital )( 2S  refers to Beugelsdijk & 
Smulders (2003); Zhang et al. (2011) 
namely 1) the number of organizations/ 
groups that are followed, 2) participat-
ing in joint activities for public inte-
rests (such as mutual cooperation), 3) 
participating in social-religious activi-
ties, 4) participation in social activities 
(such as arisan, sports, arts), the measu-
rement scale (0-4), with 0 indicating no 
community activities and 4 showing 
several times a week. Then for social 
capital linking )( 3S  uses indicators de-
veloped from the research of Grootaet 
et. al. (2004) in Johannes (2009); 
Oliveira in UNESCO (2002); Pramoto 
(2012), the indicators developed are: 1) 
A household's trust in one's own 
abilities, 2) The willingness of a house-
hold to be involved in the political pro-
cess (having an important position in 
the government bureaucracy), 3) acc-
ess to assistance for the poor from the 
local government, 4) trust in the social 
and economic programs of the syner-
gized local government with private 
parties. The indicator measurement 
scale of social capital linking uses a 
Likert scale. 
Referring to the study of Zhang 
et al. (2011) it was assumed that there 
were several demographic factors that 
also influenced household status )( 1Y  
and depth of poverty )( 2Y , namely 
)( 1X  marital status; married / divorced 
= 1 and unmarried = 0, )( 2X  number 
of household members; people, )( 3X  
education; minimum junior high 
school = 1 and does not complete 
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elementary school = 0, )( 4X  assets; 
proxy area for floor area 2m ,  )( 5X  
work; formal sector = 1 and non-formal 
sector = 0. The nature of the mea-
surement of household status variables 
)( 1Y  is a dichotomy, where the catego-
ry of poor households = 1, and the ca-
tegory of non-poor households = 0. The 
consideration of the use of a dichoto-
mous dependent variable requires the 
researcher to choose one of the cumu-
lative distribution functions, namely 
the probit model on the equality of ho-
usehold status. Meanwhile the model 
of poverty depth )( 2Y  is a combination 
of categories of data for non-poor ho-
useholds (0) and continuous data (0-
100) for poor households. Samples 
where the dependent variable is only 
available for a part of the sample 
known as the censored sample, there-
fore the data on the dependent variable 
is censored then the tobit model regre-
ssion is used (Gujarati & C., 2012). The 
difference in this research from previ-
ous research is to consider linking so-
cial capital so that social capital is seen 
from three theoretical aspects. 
Probit model for household status: 
 
  
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Tobit Model for Depth of Poverty: 



5
1
33221102
i
ii uXSSSY     If 
right-hand side (RHS) > 0 
= 0 if the opposite 
 
Two Stage least Square model 
The relationship of bonding capital to 
household status and depth of poverty 
are: 

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The relationship of bridging capital to 
household status and depth of poverty 
are:
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The relationship of linking capital to 
household status and depth of poverty 
are: 

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4. DATA ANALYSIS AND DIS-
CUSSION  
Descriptive Analysis 
Based on the survey we conduct-
ed on 219 sample heads of families in 
three villages in the Lambu sub-dis-
trict, we found the fact that poverty had 
diminished. This is as shown in Table 
1 that poor households in the Lambu 
sub-district are only 10.96 percent, of 
the total sample and the remaining 
88.59 percent are classified as non-
poor households. The average number 
of family members of poor households 
and non-poor households is no diffe-
rent, with an average number of family 
members of three, consisting of father, 
mother, and child. The education level 
of the head of the household also shows 
progressiveness, in which both the he-
ad of the household who attends a 
minimum of a junior high school or not 
passes elementary school, both domi-
nate non-poor households. While the 
head of the household at least graduat-
ed from junior high school which was 
classified as poor, only 4.42 percent, 
but still higher with the head of the 
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household not graduating from elemen-
tary school, the poor category was 
26.99 percent. This shows that the be-
tter the level of education of the head 
of the household, the more likely the 
said household is in the poor category. 
In addition, households that work 
in the formal sector with a poorer 
category are less, which is only 8.75 
percent, compared to other jobs or 
those who have stopped working, 
which is 18.65 percent. Meanwhile, the 
head of the household who works in the 
formal sector with the category of not 
being poor is dominated by 91.25 
percent, and in the other sector or has 
not worked at 81.35 percent. In 
addition, households with a large asset 
area are more likely to be in the non-
poor category with an average asset 
area of 2.10 acres, while poor 
households have an average asset area 
of only 1.85 acres. 
Then households with married/di-
vorced status referred to in the poor 
category amounted to only 10.53 per-
cent and not poor categories at 89.48 
percent. While unmarried households 
with a poor category of 30 percent and 
not poor by 70 percent. Overall the des-
criptive analysis illustrates that the ma-
jority of households in the Lambu sub-
district belong to the category of not 
poor with an average number of family 
members of three, the minimum educa-
tion at least junior high school, the ma-
jority of major jobs in the formal sec-
tor, with assets of 1 to 2 acres and the 
majority are married/divorced. 
 
Table 1. Demographic Social Conditions of Poor and Non-Poor Households 
Household Characteristics 
Household Status 
Total 
Poor Not Poor 
Household 10,96% 88,59% 100% 
Average number of family members 3,24 3,75 3.50 
Education level of household heads (%)    
Minimum junior high school 4,42% 95,59% 100% 
Not attending school / not graduating from 
elementary school 
26,99% 73,02% 100% 
The main job of the head of the household (%)    
Agriculture / fisheries / forestry 8,75% 91,25% 100% 
Other work / no work 18,65% 81,35% 100% 
Average asset area (Are) 1,85 2,10 1,98 
Marital status    
Married / Divorced 10,53% 89,48% 100% 
Single 30% 70% 100% 
Source: Questionnaire processed, 2019 
 
Social Capital and Welfare Varia-
bles 
In the model of household status 
determinants and depth of poverty, it 
can be seen in Table 2 that only brid-
ging social capital plays an important 
role in improving welfare. The estima-
tion results show that with the increa-
sing role of households in bridging ca-
pital, the probability of households en-
tering poverty is -0.061 and will reduce 
the population below the poverty line 
by -0.518. These results are similar to 
the findings of previous studies which 
stated that the role of bridging social 
capital is very significant in alleviating 
poverty (Beugelsdijk & Smulders, 
2003; Zhang et al., 2011 and Yamin & 
Teguh, 2016). 
The role of bridging ties is very 
important to improve household wel-
fare through a network of participation 
in community activities, thus accessing 
households to obtain assistance such as 
loans can be easily obtained. Produc-
tive resources such as information, ca-
pability knowledge, or funds, are gene-
rally attached to non-poor households 
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and can only be accessed when poor 
households participate in the network. 
Theoretically, it is stated that positive 
experiences with different individuals 
will produce a large effect on the same 
individual changes (Coffe & Geys, 
2007). 
The ineffectiveness of social ca-
pital bonding is caused by the ineffec-
tiveness of homogeneous individual 
experiences. Individual interactions 
between poor families are less effective 
in presenting an exchange of infor-
mation and experiences that are be-
neficial for poor families to improve 
their welfare. The reason is that in ho-
useholds that interact in a homogeneo-
us community, causing the exchange of 
resources in the form of information, 
knowledge, and experience will tend to 
be limited (De Souza Briggs, 1998; 
Coffe & Geys, 2007). 
Meanwhile the biggest obstacle 
is linking bonds, where almost 25 per-
cent of respondents (communities) ans-
wered that they did not get access, spa-
ce or any assistance from the local go-
vernment to alleviate the burden of po-
verty, and nearly 39 percent of respon-
dents (community) answered that they 
had never agreed with a government 
program which is affiliated with the 
private sector to build large industries 
that have a negative impact on the cul-
ture, environment, and ecosystems aro-
und them. Vertical conflicts of interest 
between the ruling elite and surroun-
ding communities have a negative im-
pact. Improper management of policies 
will have a real impact, especially for 
poor households. This is what causes 
social capital linking less meaningful 
in efforts to improve household welfare 
(Pramoto, 2012; Allahdadi, 2011). 
Then the demographic variables 
of marital status show a negative di-
rection to the household status of -
0.756 and -0.049 to the depth of pover-
ty, meaning that households with un-
married status have a higher probabi-
lity of entering poverty compared to 
married/divorced households.
 
Table 2: Determinants of Household Status and Depth of Poverty and Relationship with the Social 
Capital Association 
Variable 
Model 1 
Household Status 
Model 2 
Depth of Poverty 
Coefficient 
Std. 
Error 
Robust 
Cooeficient 
Robust 
Std. Error 
Bonding Capital -0,061 0,081 -0,518  0,301  
Bridging capital -0,121** 0.056 -0,193 * 0,463  
Linking capital -0.048 0,086 -2,924  0,317  
Marital status -0,756 0,576 -0,049  0,049  
Family members -0,324*** 0,104 -0,095 *** 0,256  
Family Head Education -1,171*** 0,292 -0,024 *** 0,083  
Area of Assets -0,008*** 0,002 -3,145 *** 9,259  
Work -0,232 0,312 -0,094  0,088  
Constant 6,024*** 2.101 0,054 ** 0,013  
N 
Prob(LR statistic) 
McFadden R-Square 
219 
0,000 
0,326 
 219 
- 
- 
 
Description: *** Significant at the level of 1%. ** Significant at the level of 5%. * 
Significant at the level of 15%. 
Source: 2019 Questionnaire, processed 
 
This happened because around 
30 percent of the heads of poor house-
holds no longer worked or had not wor-
ked, so the family burden increased. 
This indirectly shows that in Lambu 
sub-district, the head of the household 
who does not work or has no work has 
a high probability of entering poverty 
compared to the head of a married/di-
vorced status. 
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Furthermore, the number of hou-
sehold members has a negative relati-
onship of -0.313 to household status 
and to poverty depth -0.095. This me-
ans that households that have a greater 
number of family members have a 
higher probability of increasing their 
welfare. All existing family members 
will be used to continue to be produc-
tive in the hopes of helping households 
out of poverty. Based on the results of 
the descriptive analysis it was found 
that the average family member of poor 
and non-poor households was only 
three people. The meaning is quite a bit 
so that the consumption needs are not 
so much. With a small number of hou-
sehold members, a portion of house-
hold income can be allocated to other 
matters such as investment in educa-
tion, health, capital for business deve-
lopment for households, so that house-
holds have the opportunity to be more 
prosperous. This result is similar to the 
findings of Johannes (2009) which 
shows that there is a limited scale in 
social capital, where proportional num-
bers of household members will reduce 
poverty. If family members are used to 
joining in a heterogeneous social net-
work, it is likely that it will have an 
impact on increasing experience, infor-
mation and assistance obtained so that 
poor family can get out of poverty. 
Then the education score of the 
head of the household has a negative 
relationship to household status -1,171 
and to poverty depth -0,024. this shows 
that with the increase in household he-
ad education, namely a minimum of ju-
nior high school, the role of the status 
of poor households is getting better and 
also the probability for poorer house-
holds to get out of poverty is getting 
higher. These results are consistent 
with the research of Zhang et al. 
(2011); Yamin & Teguh (2016). 
The broad asset variable also has a 
negative effect of -0.008 on the house-
hold status and on the depth of poverty 
of -3.145. This means that the wider the 
household assets eat the probability of 
households entering poverty is getting 
smaller and households with high 
assets tend to be far from poverty. 
These results are in line with the re-
search of Hassan & Birungi (2011), 
also Yamin & Teguh (2016) research. 
While the employment variable does 
not have an impact on household wel-
fare, both in household status and depth 
of poverty, this indicates that the work 
of the head of the household who is 
more dominant in the formal sector 
does not affect the improvement of ho-
usehold welfare. Theoretically, this can 
be proven, as stated by Chenery that the 
increase in per capita income (welfare) 
of society is determined by how much 
the value of production shifts or the 
number of workers from the subsisten-
ce (formal) sector to a more modern 
sector (Punzo, 2001). That way we can 
conclude that there is no influence of 
the employment variable on household 
welfare in the Lambu sub-district beca-
use the head of the household still 
works more in the formal sector (labor 
intensive). 
Two-way Causality Relationship So-
cial Capital and Welfare Variables 
We can see the results of esti-
mations with TSLS estimators in Table 
3 that the two-way causality relation-
ship only occurs in bridging social ca-
pital, household status and depth of po-
verty. This means that the estimation of 
the two previous models states that so-
cial interaction between heterogeneous 
individuals or groups in society greatly 
determines household welfare. These 
networks are formed through participa-
tion in community activities. This be-
comes very important because, with the 
involvement of poor groups in a wider 
(heterogeneous) social network, posi-
tive experiences with different indivi-
duals and groups in the community will 
have a great influence on the poor (Co-
ffe & Geys, 2007). 
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The effect of two-way causality 
on the household status on bridging ca-
pital is -0.882 and the depth of poverty 
on bridging capital is -0.036. This 
shows that the depth of poverty has de-
clined or is getting closer to the poverty 
line. So the level of household welfare 
is increasing, so that participation in 
bridging can be more active. Then so-
cial capital bonding, bridging, and link-
ing reinforce each other, this result is 
the same as the findings from Yamin & 
Teguh (2016). 
Meanwhile marital status plays 
an important role in bridging capital, 
with coefficients that are negative. This 
means that the bridging ties of groups 
of unmarried households are higher 
than those in the married/divorced 
group. This proves that the unmarried 
community with a status that does not 
work or has not worked as previously 
stated has more free time to participate 
in activities such as religion, mutual 
cooperation, sports, and others. This is 
also done because most of the heads of 
households with unmarried status are 
more likely to be in the poor group so 
they need to merge into broader net-
work groups to improve their level of 
welfare. While the heads of non-poor 
households spend more time in the rice 
fields to work.
 
Table 3. Two-way causal relationship between welfare and social capital 
Variable 
Bonding Capital  Bridging Capital Modal Linking 
Coefficient 
Model 1 
Coefficient 
Model 2 
Coefficient 
Model 1 
Coefficient 
Model 2 
Koefisien 
Model 1 
Koefisien 
Model 2 
Household status -0.184 - -0.882* - -0.198  
Depth of poverty - -0.004 - -0.036**  0.002 
Bonding Capital - - 0.158* 0.151* 0.334*** 0.336*** 
Bridging capital 0.072* 0.061* - - 0.242*** 0.248*** 
Linking capital 0.244*** 0.246*** 0.388*** 0.392***   
Marital status 0.242 0.254 -2.026*** -1.978*** 0.386 0.414 
Family members -0.066 -0.061 -0.006 -0.018 -0.056 -0.031 
Family Head Education 0.481* 0.486* 1.096*** 1.041*** -0.278 -0.222 
Area of Assets 0.002* 0.002* 0.002 0.001 -0.002 -0.002 
Work -0.018 -0.018 0.248 0.216 -0.092 -0.064 
Constant 11.837*** 11.806*** 0.876 1.081 7.901*** 7.572*** 
N 
Prob(F- statistic) 
R-Square 
Prob (Jarque-Bera) 
219 
0.000 
0.176 
0.428 
219 
0.000 
0.176 
0.437 
219 
0.000 
0.231 
0.536 
219 
0.000 
0.248 
0.367 
219 
0.000 
0.212 
0.409 
219 
0.000 
0.212 
0.370 
Keterangan : ***Signifikan pada taraf 1%. **Signifikan pada taraf 5%. *Signifikan pada taraf 15%. 
Description: *** Significant at the level of 1%. ** Significant at the level of 5%. * Significant at the 
level of 15%. 
Source: 2019 Questionnaire, processed 
 
5. CONCLUSION,IMPLICATION, 
SUGGESTION, AND LIMITA-
TIONS 
The results showed that only 
bridging ties had an important role in 
efforts to improve household welfare, 
namely to keep households away from 
poverty and reduce the reach of pover-
ty, meaning interaction between hete-
rogeneous individuals in community 
associations such as mutual coopera-
tion, religious activities, involvement 
in community organizations, farmer 
groups, fishermen, arts associations, 
sports, and others can help accelerate 
poverty alleviation in Lambu District. 
Woolcock & Narayan (2000)state that 
bonding and bridging bonds cannot be 
mutually inseparable in the fight a-
gainst poverty, but the findings of this 
study are more directed at the findings 
of Coffe & Geys (2007) that bridging 
ties have a very important role to play 
in fully escaping poverty. 
The insufficient social bonding 
and linking capital to increase house-
hold welfare are caused by the ineffe-
ctiveness of bonding networks, where 
there is only an exchange of informa-
tion between homogeneous groups of 
people. Therefore, households that in-
JIEP-Vol. 19, No 2, November 2019 
ISSN (P) 1412-2200   E-ISSN 2548-1851 
116 
 
teract in a homogeneous community in 
Lambu District, causing the exchange 
of resources in the form of information, 
knowledge, and experience will tend to 
be limited (De Souza Briggs, 1998; 
Coffe & Geys, 2007). Then inappropri-
ate management of policies will have 
an impact on people's skepticism to-
wards the network of government bu-
reaucracies (Pramoto, 2012; Allahdadi, 
2011). This also causes vertical conflict 
(Trigilia, 2001; and Fine 2007 in Jo-
hannes, 2009). Nearly 25 percent of 
respondents answered that they did not 
get any access, space or assistance that 
had been shared by the government, 
this shows that there is still an uneven 
distribution of household groups. On 
the other hand, almost 39 percent of 
respondents answered that they disa-
greed with the government and private 
sector affiliations that jeopardized the 
sustainability of the ecosystem, pollu-
tion of the environment, life and liveli-
hoods of the people in the Lambu sub-
district. 
Then the increasing number of 
family members found fact will incre-
ase household welfare, because the 
number of family members is only li-
mited to an average of three, then the 
allocation of work in the household 
will be more effective and not much to 
pay for consumption, the rest can be in-
vested for other purposes, such as edu-
cation, credit, business, and others. 
Then the higher the education, the gre-
ater the probability of people to be far 
from poverty and households with bro-
ader assets more likely to avoid 
poverty. 
In addition, there is a two-way 
causality relationship between welfare 
variables with bridging social capital. 
That is, the decreasing depth of poverty 
or getting closer to the poverty line, the 
level of household welfare is increas-
ing, so that the participation of house-
holds in bridging ties can be more act-
ive and of course social capital bon-
ding, bridging and linking strengthen 
each other. 
An important finding from this 
two-way causality relationship is that 
bridging participation in the group of 
households with unmarried status is hi-
gher than that of married/divorced ho-
useholds. This proves that the unma-
rried people who do not work or have 
no work have free time to participate in 
community activities. This is done be-
cause most of the heads of households 
with unmarried status are more likely 
to be in the poor group so they need to 
build interaction in a wider network of 
groups to improve their level of welfa-
re. While the heads of non-poor house-
holds spend more time working and do 
not have much time to be involved in 
community service. 
Awareness to open access to co-
mmunication as widely as possible by 
poor households needs to be improved, 
poor households should not be isolated 
in a homogeneous environment or inte-
raction. Productive resources such as 
knowledge, experience or funds will 
not be easily accessed by poor house-
holds if the interactions that occur in 
the community are only homogeneous 
interactions. The head of the household 
who has not been married to irregular 
income and is financing other family 
members must receive more attention 
from the government to help him im-
prove his welfare. These productive 
resources certainly need to be facilita-
ted by non-poor households and local 
government in community spaces, 
where community activities involve 
poor households and non-poor house-
holds to interact and produce spillover 
effects in the context of keeping the 
house away poor stairs from poverty. 
Therefore Øyen (2002) reveals that the 
problem of poverty not only educates 
poor households but also encourages 
non-poor households to play a role in 
completing poverty by opening pro-
ductive accesses. 
JIEP-Vol. 19, No 2, November 2019 
ISSN (P) 1412-2200   E-ISSN 2548-1851 
117 
 
Interactions between homogene-
ous individuals should be bridged by 
bridging ties through productive and 
pro-active community activities. As 
stated by Woolcock & Narayan (2000), 
bonding and bridging bonds cannot be 
separated in an effort to improve ho-
usehold welfare. The link between bon-
ding and bridging bonds in efforts to 
alleviate poverty should be supported 
by linking ties (government) by paying 
attention to the impact of policies pro-
duced by the heads of poor household 
groups. In an effort to alleviate poverty, 
the government does not rely solely on 
political economy access but needs to 
have a collective synergy, namely from 
all levels of society and local instituti-
ons that are formal and informal, where 
the government is a mediator. 
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